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In a recent article Renubala el al. (1991) described
MO new monodelphic Xiphinema species, X. clavalus
Renubala, Gambhir & Dhanachand, 1991 and X. cho-
Ihecolla Renubala, Gambhir & Dhanachand, 1991 both
said ta be close to X. radicicola Goodey, 1936. The au-
thors gave also data on a population of this latter species.
Specimens of these three species have ail been coilected
in the vicinity of the same plant, sugar cane, and in the
same Indian State, Manipur.
On a nomenclatural point of view X. clavalt/m (since
Xiphinema is neuter in gender the termination of the
specifie name has to be modified accordingly) is preoc-
cupied by X. clavalUm Heyns, 1965; however a new
name is not proposed because of synonymization (see
below). AIso the specifie name cholhecolla has to be
modified into cholhecola without change in the au thor-
ities (colla is a substantive plural meaning "necks"
whereas cola is a substantive meaning" inhabitant of",
that fits better \Vith Chothe, the village from where the
species is described).
Through courtesy of Dr. Ch. Dhanachand, we \Vere
able to examine paratype specimens of X. clavalum Re-
nubala el al. (one female) and X. cholhecola (MO fe-
males).
For both the species, body posture, shape of anterior
end and tail, structure of the genital tractus and metric
data (see Table 1) fit perfectly into the range of the
numerous data already reported for X. radicicola
(Goodey, 1936; McLeod & Khair, 1971; Luc, 1981;
Phukan & Sanwal, 1982; Luc el al., 1986; Rahman el al.,
1986).
It should be remarked that :
- in the description of X. clavalum Renubala el al. the
lip region was said to be slightly offset, whereas contin-
uous in X. cholhecola. In the MO paratypes of the latter
species it is also offset by a slight depression;
- authors neglected all descriptions of X. radicicola
and compared the MO new species oruy with the nine
X. radicicola females they found themselves. AIso the
dimensions given for X. brasiliense in the same article
show that many redescriptions were not taken into con-
sideration;
- in the authors' description of X. radicicola prerec-
tum length was given as 300-375 fLm, which corre-
sponds to about fifteen anal body diameters (ABW).
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Table 1. Main measurements of type specimens of Xiphinema
renubalai nom. nov. and X. cMthecola Renubala et al., 1991
compared with those of X. radicicola Goodey, 1936 (all mea-
sures in Il-m, except L, in nun).
X. renubalai X chOlhecola X radicicola *
2 1
L 1.95,234 1.89 1.60-3.16
443,53.2 45.0 36-72
b 5.7,6.9 53 3.8-8.5
Taillength 52,56 61 44-65
e 37.5,41.8 30.0 28-58
e' 2.0,2.2 2.7 1.6-2.5
Odontostyle 108,100 92 96-152
Odontophore 52,66 61 48-84
Stylet 160,166 153 160-223
" Data compiled from Goodey (1936), Loos (1949), McLeod
& Khair (1971), Bajaj & ]airajpuri (1979), Khan (1982), Luc
et al. (1986), Rahman et al. (1986).
However, in the diagnosis of X. cholhecola prerectum
length of X. radicicola \Vas given as seven ABW;
- comparison with dimensions shows that the scales
for author's Figures A, D, E and H are incorrect.
Consequently we consider X. clavalum Renubala,
Gambhir & Dhanachand, 1991 and X. cholhecola Renu-
bala, Gambhir & Dhanachand, 1991 as junior syn-
onyms of X. radicicola Goodey, 1936, a species several
times reported from India, and in sorne cases on sugar
cane (Bajaj & Jairajpuri, 1979; Khan, 1982; Phukan &
Sanwal, 1982; Rahman el al., 1986).
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Fortuner and Maggenti (1987), in their reappraisal of
the farnily Anguinidae Nicoll, 1935 synonymized the
genus Nothotylenchus Thome, 1941 with Ditylenchus
Filipjev, 1936. In the species Iist they renamed Notlwty-
lenchus major Thome & Malek, 1968 as Ditylenchus ma-
leki, because of homonymy of the former name with
D. major (Fuchs, 1915).
Acrually this remaining is unnecessary. Fuchs' species
was originally described under the generic name Ty-
lenchus Bastian, 1865; in 1936 Filipjev transferred it to
Ditylenchus. Thus the homonymy is secondary.
In 1961 Meyl transferred Fuchs' Tylenchus major to
this new genus Neoditylenchus. Fortuner and Maggenti
accepted this (using as generic name the senior syn-
onym Sychnotylenchus Rühm, 1956). So in their system
the two species (major Fuchs, 1915 and major Thome &
Malek, 1968) are no longer congeneric : the homonymy
is historical. Art. 59 (d) of the Rules (ed. 1985) states:
" Revival of secondary homonyms. - A species-group
name rejected after 1960 on grounds of homonymy is to
be reinstated by any one who believes that the two spe-
cies-group taxa in question are not congeneric, unless it
is invalid for sorne other reason. (i) If in such a case a
new replacement name (nomen novum) had been pro-
posed to replace the secondary homonym, it becomes a
junior objective synonym of the latter. "
This applies to the present case:
- the homonymy is secondary (even on both sides);
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- the name major Thome & Malek, 1968 was reject-
ed in 1987, i.e. after 1960;
- Fortuner and Maggenti consider major Fuchs, 1915
and major Thome & Malek, 1968 not congeneric.
Conclusion: Ditylenchus major (Thome & Malek,
1968) Fortuner & Maggenti, 1987 is a valid name;
D. maleki Fortuner & Maggenti, 1987 is an objective
junior synonym of D. major (Thome & Malek, 1968).
D. major (Thome & Malek, 1968) was given as valid
name, with D. maleki as synonym, by Ebsary (1991),
but he did not give comments or arguments.
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